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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT |= '@ . 1=
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA * '
nL\J 23 ud

RICHARD H. FOSTER, 1\C,r\nzf, -z
PRS2 R nu WL

L IiD
No. 84-C-740-B l///

R Vs B}

Plaintiff,
V.

JOHN VITULLO and
JOSEPI ALEXANDER,

et Tt Bt N N e Nl W Mt e

Defendant.

JUDGMENT

In keeping with the verdict of the jury entered this 19th
day of August, 1986, Judgment is hereby entered in favor of the
plaintiff, Richard H. Foster, and against the defendants, John
Vitullo and Joseph Alexander, under thé written contract of
January 23, 1984, in the amount of Thirty One Thousand Three
Hundred Seventy and 71/100 Dollars ($31,370.71), as and for
ceompensation under. said contract, and for the sum of Fifteen
Thousand Forty-Five and 81/100 Dollars ($15,045.81), for re-
imbursable ex?enses, making a total sum of Fortyrsix Thousand
Four Hundred Sixteen and 52/100 Dollars ($46,416.52), less the
sum of Four Thousand Five Hundred Dollars ($4,500.00), which
the plaintiff has already been paid, making a total judgment
of Forty One Thousand Nine Hundred Sixteen and 52/100 Dollars
{$41,916.52), with postjudgment interest to run thereon at the
rate of 6.18 percent per annum, plus the costs of the action.
Any appllcatlon for attorney fees by the plalntlff hereln should

T et e - A AT e

be timely filed in keeping with the local rules.

" DATED this 2222 day of August, 19867 '

o \ ' : <:::;z;§éi;4;z449’5’ ,<ﬁ:i%;é§2?”‘:-~
THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

wye -

MARCUS L. PEARSON

T Bt it Sk e

)
)
Plaintlff, )
‘ )
vs. ) No. 86-C-196-F
) Eopor s
'U. 3. POSTAL SERVICE, ) S R G
) f
- Defendants. ) "%”J?.O GJ |
JUDGMENT j“ﬂ'g-?fﬁk*u.:
808 BisTRsT v

This action came on for hearing before the Court, Honorable
James O. Ellison, Distriect Judge, presiding, anﬁ the dissues
having been auly heard and a decisibn having been duly rendered,

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the Plaintiff Marcus L.
Pearson take nothing from the Defendant U. S. Postal Service and
that the action be dismissed on the merlts

DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma this /%% day of August, 1986.

JAMES/Z@. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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e /FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA . L
: > SAMSON RESOURCES Y 2 | e
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' Plaintiff B )
vs. ) No. 84-C-928-E
' )
 DELHI GAS PIPELINE, )
) -
Defendant ) S
el , IR A~ 00 - -
JUDGMENT DISMISSING ACTION AL D o OO
BY REASON OF SETTLEMENT R
.:a, i ‘J C ‘i‘ .-i..; i.
Do BT T i T,’

The Court has been advised by counsel that this action has
been settled, or is in the process of being settled. Therefore
it is not necessary that the action remain upon the calendar of
the Court.

IT IS ORDERED that the action 1is dismissed without
prejudice. The Court retains complete jurisdiction to vacate
this Order and to reopen the action upon cause shown within ten
(10) days that settlement has not been completed and further
litigation is necessary.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk forthwith setrve coples
of this judgment by United States mail upon the attorneys for the
parties appearing in this action.

DATED this /# 7 day of August, 1986.

JAMESZ0O. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ORLAHOMA
REPUBLIC TRUST AND SAVINGS,
Appellant,
Case No. 83-C-1028-E

V.

JAMES C. HARDY and LIBERTY
TOWERS CONDOMINIUMS,

Appellees,
REPUBLIC TRUST AND SAVINGS,

Appellant,
Case No. 83=-C-1065-E L//

V.

JAMES C., HARDY and LIBERTY
TOWERS CONDOMINIUMS,

Tt et st s Nttt ot vt vt vl ' Nl g et Sttt el gt et vt vt meet

Appellees.

ORDER
This matter is before the Court on remand from the United
States Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit, Case Nos. 84-2554,
84-2555, 84-2607 and 84-2613, for entry of judgment consistent
with the settlement agreement between the parties, James C. Hardy
and Liberty Towers Condominiums and Republic Trust and Savings
Company. The Court having reviewed the files and pleadings, and
being advised that the parties have entered into a settlement
agreement and have stipulated and agreed to certain facts, FINDS
as follows:
1. On or about February 1, 1981, Liberty Towers executed
and delivered to Republic Trust and Savings Company a note in the
amount of $566,421.00 with interest to accrue at the rate of 18

per cent per annum, payable on or before February 6, 1982, or on



demand, and as security therefore, Liberty Towers executed and
delivered to Republic a Real Estate Mortgage covering certain real
property, commonly known as the 23rd Floor of the Liberty Towers
Condominiums, located in Tulsa County, Oklahoma. Liberty Towers
and James C. Hardy also pledged and assigned to Republic a Certif-
icate of Deposit in the amount of $80,000.00 as further security
for the note.

2. James C. Hardy filed a Petition in the United States
Bankruptcy Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma requesting
relief pursuant to Chapter 11, of Title 11, United States Code on
the 26th day of January, 1983, Case No. 83-00093. On the 30+h day
of March, 1984, a Plan of Reorganization was confirmed in the
Hardy proceeding. Liberty Towers filed a Petition requesting
relief pursuant to Chapter 11 of Title 11 United States Code on
June 13, 1983 in the United States Bankruptcy Court for the
Northern District of Oklahoma, Case No. 83-00823.

3. At a pre-trial conference held on September 17, 1983,
Hardy, Liberty Towers, and Republic entered into certain stipula-
tions of fact and framed the issues of law to be decided by the
Bankruptcy Court for the purpose of filing cross motions for
summary judgment and the presentation of oral argqument. At that
conference Republic, Hardy, and Liberty Towers stipulated that for
the purposes of determining the issues then pending before the
Bankruptcy Court only, specifically the Motion for Turn Over of
the Certificate of Deposit filed by Liberty Towers and Hardy
pursuant to 11 U.S8.C.§542(a) and a Motion for Relief From Automat-

ic Stay pursuant to 11 U.5.C.8362(d), filed by Republic, that the



fair market value of the property as of June 30, 1983 would be
presumed to be $650,000.00. The parties further stipulated that
Liberty Towers was in default upon its obligations under the note
and that there remained a balance of principal and interest due
and owing as of September 16, 1983, in the sum of $648,802.38,
with interest continuing to accrue thereafter at the rate of
$284.85 per day. On Octcber 24, 1983, the Bankruptcy Court,
ordered Liberty Towers to convey to Republic by General Warranty
Deed the real property mortgaged as security for the payment of
Liberty Towers' note to Republic. The Bankruptcy Court also
ordered Republic to credit the debt of Liberty Towers with the sum
of $650,000.00.

4. On December 12, 1983, in a matter before the Bankruptcy
Court and related to the Order of October 24, 1983, the Bankruptcy
Court ordered that Republic recover interest in the sum of
$9,892.03 as of October 24, 1983 and delinguent ad valorem taxes
for the year 1982 in the sum of $6,214.03, The Court denied all
other claims of Republic.

5. Pursuant to the terms of the settlement agreement
between the parties, the Court further FINDS as follows:

A. The conveyance of the 23rd Floor of the Liberty Towers
Condominium more particularly described as follows:

Units 23A, 23B, 23C, 23D, 23E, 23F, 23G, 23H, 23J, 23K,

23L and 23M, Liberty Towers Condominiums, according to

the declaration of unit ownership estates dated June 17,

1980, and recorded in Book 4480 at page 765 in the

Office of the Tulsa County Clerk and situated on the

following described property.

Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5, Block 3, Stansberry Addition to

the City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma,
according to the recorded plat thereof,

3=



should be affirmed.

B. Republic is not be entitled to seek any further recovery
against Hardy or Liberty Towers based upon the claims and demands
raised in its appeal for the reason that the 23rd Floor of the
Liberty Towers Condominium was taken in settlement of claims that
Republic had against Liberty Towers and Hardy. However, the
indebtedness of Hardy and Liberty Towers to Republic should not be
and is not satisfied so as to preclude Republic from seeking
further recovery on the above-referenced indebtedness from any
third parties, including but not limited to any and all guarahtors
of said indebtedness, except Hardy. The stipulations as to the
fair market value of the 23rd Floor of the Liberty Towers Condo-
miniums referred to hereinabove, were not and are not intended to
affect the rights of Republic as to and against any other parties.
Said stipulations were made solely for the purpose of settling
claims between the parties so that Republic would not seek any
recovery from Liberty Towers and Hardy apart from recovery on the
property pledged as security on the indebtedness. Said stipula-
tions were not intended to and do not reflect the true value of
the 23rd Floor of the Liberty Tower Condominiums, and should'not
be relied upon in assessing the liability of any third party to
Republic.

C. Republic is entitled to receive $30,000.00 from the
Certificate of Deposit referred to hereinabove.

Upon consideration of the record and pursuant to the settle-

ment agreement between the parties,



IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREFED that the
transfer and conveyance of the property subject to this action to
Republic Trust and Savings Company is hereby affirmed.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Republic, as a result of the
stipulations as to the subject property including the stipulations
as to fair market value of said property, shall have no further
right to proceed against Liberty Towers and Hardy for any defi-
ciency, provided, however, that the Indebtedness shall not be and
is not deemed to be satisfied in full so as to preclude Republic
from seeking additional recovery from any third persons.,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the use of the stipulations as to
the fair market value of the subject property shall be restricted
to purposes relating to settlement between the parties herein and
shall not be used for determination of the liability of any other
persons.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Republic shall receive $30,000,00
from the Certificate of Deposit referred to hereinabove and that
Republic shall have no further interest in and to said Certificate

of Deposit.

SL JAMES O. ELLisON

JAMES 0. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




APPROVED BY:

DOERNER, STUART, SAUNDERS,
DANIEL & ANDERSON

w7 (ke

Lewis N. Carter

Leonard I. Pataki

1000 Atlas Life Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103
Attorneys for Plaintiff,
Republic Trust and Savings

PINKERTON & PINKERTON

By Aﬁ;ek’/” (. 74%0&;7
57ﬂames C. Pinkerton
1722 South Boston
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119
Attorney for Defendants,

James C. Hardy and Liberty
Towers Condominiums




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

REPUBLIC TRUST AND SAVINGS,
Appellant,

/

Ve Case No. 83-C-1028-E

JAMES C. HARDY and LIBERTY
TOWERS CONDOMINIUMS,

Appellees,
REPUBLIC TRUST AND SAVINGS,

Appellant,
Case No. 83-C-1065-E

vl

JAMES C. HARDY and LIBERTY
TOWERS CONDOMINIUMS,
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Appellees.

ORDER
This matter is before the Court on remand from the United
States Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit, Case Nos. 84-2554,
84-2555, 84-2607 and B84-2613, for entry of judgment consistent
with the settlement agreement between the parties, James C. Hardy
and Liberty Towers Condominiums and Republic Trust and Savings
Company. The Court having reviewed the files and pleadings,‘%nd
being advised that the parties have entered into a settlement
agreement and have stipulated and agreed to certain facts, FINDS
as follows:
1. On or about February 1, 1981, Liberty Towers executed
and delivered to Republic Trust and Savings Company a note in the
amount of $566,421.00 with interest to accrue at the rate of 18

per cent per annum, payable on or before February 6, 1982, or on



demand, and as security therefore, Liberty Towers executed and
delivered to Republic a Real Estate Mortgage covering certain real
property, commonly known as the 23rd Floor of the Liberty Towers
Condominiums, located in Tulsa County, Oklahoma. Liberty Towers
and James C. Hardy alsoc pledged and assigned to Republic a Certif-
icate of Deposit in the amount of $80,000.00 as further security
for the note,

2, James C. Hardy filed a Petition in the United States
Bankruptcy Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma requesting
relief pursuant to Chapter 11, of Title 11, United States Code on
the 26th day of January, 1983, Case No. 83-00093. On the 30th day
of March, 1984, a Plan of Reorganization was confirmed in the
Hardy proceeding. Liberty Towers filed a Petition requesting
relief pursuant to Chapter 11 of Title 11 United States Code on
June 13, 1983 in the United States Bankruptcy Court for the
Northern District of Oklahoma, Case No. 83-00823.

3. At a pre-trial conference held on September 17, 1983,
Hardy, Liberty Towers, and Republic entered into certain stipula-
tions of fact and framed the issues of law to be decided by the
Bankruptcy Court for the purpose of filing cross motions for
summary judgment and the presentation of oral argument. At that
conference Republic, Hardy, and Liberty Towers stipulated that for
the purposes of determining the issues then pending before the
Bankruptcy Court only, specifically the Motion for Turn Over of
the Certificate of Deposit filed by Liberty Towers and Hardy
pursuant to 11 U.S.C.§542(a) and a Motion for Relief From Automat-

ic Stay pursuant to 11 U.5.C.8362(d}, filed by Republic, that the




fair market value of the property as of June 30, 1983 would be
presumed to be $650,000.00, The parties further stipulated that
Liberty Towers was in default upon its obligations under the note
and that there remained a balance of principal and interest due
and owing as of September 16, 1983, in the sum of $648,802.38,
with interest continuing to accrue thereafter at the rate of
£284.85 per day. On October 24, 1983, the Bankruptcy Court,
ordered Liberty Towers to convey to Republic by General Warranty
Deed the real property mortgaged as security for the payment of
Liberty Towers' note to Republic. The Bankruptcy Court also
ordered Republic to credit the debt of Liberty Towers with the sum
of $650,000.00.

4, On December 12, 1983, in a matter before the Bankruptcy
Court and related to the Order of October 24, 1983, the Bankruptcy
Court ordered that Republic recover interest in the sum of
$9,892.03 as of October 24, 1983 and delinquent ad valorem taxes
for the year 1982 in the sum of $6,214.03. The Court denied all
other claims of Republic.

5. Pursuant to the terms of the settlement agreement
between the parties, the Court further FINDS as follows:

A, The conveyance of the 23rd Floor of the Liberty Towers
Condominium more particularly described as follows:

Units 23A, 23B, 23C, 23D, 23E, 23F, 23G, 23H, 23J, 23K,

23L and 23M, Liberty Towers Condominiums, according to

the declaration of unit ownership estates dated June 17,

1980, and recorded in Book 4480 at page 765 in the

Office of the Tulsa County Clerk and situated on the

following described property.

Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5, Block 3, Stansberry Addition to

the City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma,
according to the recorded plat thereof.
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should be affirmed.

B. Republic is not be entitled to seek any further recovery
against Hardy or Liberty Towers based upon the claims and demands
raised in its appeal for the reason that the 23rd Floor of the
Liberty Towers Condominium was taken in settlement of claims that
Republic had against Liberty Towers and Hardy. However, the
indebtedness of Hardy and Liberty Towers to Republic should not be
and is not satisfied so as to preclude Republic from seeking
further recovery on the above-referenced indebtedness from any
third parties, including but not limited to any and all guarantors
of said indebtedness, except Hardy. The stipulations as to the
fair market value of the 23rd Floor of the Liberty Towers Condo-
miniums referred to hereinabove, were not and are not intended to
affect the rights of Republic as to and against any other parties.
Said stipulations were made solely for the purpose of settling
claims between the parties so that Republic would not seek any
recovery from Liberty Towers and Hardy apart from recovery on the
property pledged as security on the indebtedness. Said stipula-
tions were not intended to and do not reflect the true value of
the 23rd Floor of the Liberty Tower Condominiums, and should not
be relied upon in assessing the liability of any third party to
Republic.

C. Republic is entitled to receive $30,000.00 from the
Certificate of Deposit referred to hereinabove.

Upon consideration of the record and pursuant to the settle~

ment agreement between the parties,



IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
transfer and conveyance of the property subject to this action to
Republic Trust and Savings Company is hereby affirmed.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Republic, as a result of the
stipulations as to the subject property including the stipulations
as to fair market value of said property, shall have no further
right to proceed against Liberty Towers and Hardy for any defi-
ciency, provided, however, that the Indebtedness shall not be and
is not deemed to be satisfied in full so as to preclude Republic
from seeking additional recovery from any third persons.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the use of the stipulations as to
the fair market value of the subject property shall be restricted
to purposes relating to settlement between the parties herein and
shall not be used for determination of the liability of any other
persons.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Republic shall receive $30,000.00
from the Certificate of Deposit referred to hereinabove and that
Republic shall have no further interest in and to said Certificate

of Deposit,

{ ELLISON

UNITER” STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




APPROVED BY:

DOERNER, STUART, SAUNDERS,
DANIEL & ANDERSON

ByD’*‘——-/Z/)Q«Jé;

Lewis N. Carter

Leonard I. Pataki

1000 Atlas Life Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103
Attorneys for Plaintiff,
Republic Trust and Savings

PINKERTON & PINKERTON

Lé<’ ( /zngv&'fﬂ

ames C. Pinkerton

1722 South Boston

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119
Attorney for Defendants,
James C. Hardy and Liberty
Towers Condominiums

By




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE T g
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA L e

QUANTUMN INFORMATION
SYSTEMS, INC.,

Plaintiff,

Vs, CASE NO. 85~C-948-C

PHYSICIANS DIGITAL RESOURCS,
INC., and JOSEPH E, LEVY,

Defendants.

JOINT STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL

COME NOW the parties, and hereby jointly stipulate and agree that
Plaintiff's Petition and all causes of action contained therein are

dismissed with prejudice, with each party to bear its own attorney fees and

costs.

(QUANTIMN TNFORMATTON SYSTEMS, INC.
MARK G. GIAN, Attorney for
Quantumn Information Mgimmess, Inc.

Sy.MJ

R. CIARK, Attorney for
PHYSICIANS DIGITAL RESOURCES, INC.,
and JOSEPH E. LEVY




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

No. 86—(:—96—}’5 /

ELTA THOMAS and LEONARD THOMAS,
Plaintiffs,

Vs,

HARP'S FOOD STORES, INC., a

corporation; and KEANE-MONROE

AUTOMATIC OPERATING SYSTEMS,
INC., a corporation,

1o Lo 6/

)
)

)

)

}

- )
SANBORDE, INC., a corporation; )
)

)

)

)

)

)

Defendants.

ORDER

NOW on this /g/féday of ﬁggw,t , 1986,
Plaintiffs Application to Dismiss Defendant Harp's Food Stores,
Inc., a corporation as party Defendant herein, comes on for
hearing before me, the andersigned, the Court having been
apprised of the circumstances and reviewed the files herein finds
that Defendant Harp's Food Stores, Inc., a corporation should be
dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that Defendant, Harp's Food Stores, Inc., a corporation, is
hereby dismissed as party Defendant in the above styled action.

_ Py
'''''''' zﬁﬂaf/.#MM = %«c’y

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

STEVEN DOBBS  OBA NO. 2384
PEARCE & DOBBS

1103 Park/Harvey Center

200 N. Harvey

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102
(405) 232-2227

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFFS
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JAMES E. POE
INGTON & POE

5th & Boulder

740 Grantson Bldg.

Tulsa, OK 74103
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

MARGARET GILLEY, )

Plaintiff,;
v. ; No. 86-C-486-E
ORA M. BAKER, ;

Defendant.;

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

NOW on this {{/ day of {/&bﬁ%?Azéf" » 1986, the Court having

reviewed the Stipulation For Order Of Dismissal With Prejudice filed by counsel

for the party litigants herein, finds that Plaintiff's causes of action for
entitlement to property damage and rental expense, as set forth in numerical
paragraphs 10 and 11 of Plaintiff's Complaint filed herein, should be dismissed
with prejudice to the refiling of same.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the relief sought in
numerical paragraphs 10 and 11 of Plaintiff's Complaint, which embodied claims
for property damage and rental expense, are hereby dismissed with prejudice to
the refiling of same.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the balance of Plaintiff's lawsuit go forward

according to law.

[Adeants

5/ THOMAS R, BRLT
Judge of the District Court

Ro erys, I 1 ornef for Plaintiff

Michael P. Atkinson, Attorney for Defendant
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA N
il (LSS
u,;‘ sooin L BLERIE

JERRY M. HOLLAND, Uq i l[\lul COURT

Plaintiff,
vs. No.85-C-862-E
AMERICAN RED BALL TRANSIT

CO., INC., d/b/a RED BALL
INTERNATIONAL,

Defendant.

DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

Plaintiff Jerry M. Holland hereby dismisses the above-
captioned case, with prejudice, each party to bear his (its) own
costs and attorneys fees.

Dated: oA /8], 1986

PLAINTIFF

Jerry M. Holland

PLAINTIFF'S ATTORNEY

Q)'Jioxé A ﬂ&v/(

Douglas(].. Boyd
Suite ]504

320 South Boston
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103
{918) 587-9186

Assented to:

uk uﬂuff UU {{/w

William E. Hughes

Doerner, Stuart, Saunders,
Daniel & Anderson

1000 Atlas Life Building

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

{918) 582-1211

Attorneys for Defendant
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ST
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

HERTZ EQUIPMENT RENTAL CORPORATION,
~
Plaintiff,
vs. No, 86-C~20~B

UNITED STATES FIDELITY & GUARANTY
COMPANY,

Defendant.,

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

NOW on this __1@21_ day of August, 1986, upon the written
Application of the Plaintiff, Hertz Equipment Rental Corporation,
for a dismissal with prejudice of the Amended Complaint herein
and all causes of action therein, the Court having examined said
Application, finds that saia parties have entered into a
compromise settlement covering all claims involved in the
Complaint and have requested the Court to dismiss said Amended
Complaint with prejudice to any future action.

The Court finds that said Amended Complaint in the above
captioned matter should be dismissed pursuant to the Application
on file herein.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that the Amended Complaint and all causes of action of the

Plaintiff, Hert:z Equipment Rental Corporation, against the



Defendant, United States Fidelity & Guaranty Company, be, and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice to any future action.

S/ THOMAS R. BRETT

JUDGE OF THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT
COURT, NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that on the —_____ day of August, 1986, a
true and correct copy of the above and foregoing Order for
Dismissal was mailed to Gus Farrar, attorney for defendant, P. O.
Box 2987, Tulsa, Oklahoma 74101-2987, with proper postage prepaid
thereon.

JESS W. ARBUCKLE



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE L ! {7 f‘;;
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA N
U519 055

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,
vs.

)
)
)
)
)
)
JOHNNIE 1I,, SATTERFIELD; )
WILLIAM R, SATTERFIELD; }
CREDITHRIFT OF AMERICA, INC., )
DENISE MCKINNEY; COUNTY )
TREASURER, Tulsa County, )
Oklahoma; and BOARD OF COUNTY )
COMMISSIONERS, Tulsa County, )
Oklahoma, )

)

)

Defendants. CIVIL ACTION NO. 85-C-527~C

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

This matter comes on for consideration this zzz day

of /Zw?}k¢[7 » 1986. The Plaintiff appears by Layn R.
Phillips:!United States Attorney for the Northern District of
Oklahoma, through Phil Pinnell, Assistant United States Attorney;
the Defendant, Johnnie L. Satterfield, appearing not, having had
a Judgment on the Pleadings already entered against her in this
matter; the Defendant, William R. Satterfield, appearing not,
having préviously filed his Disclaimer on October 30, 1985,
disclaiming any interest in the real property described in the
Complaint; the Defendant, Denise McKinney, appearing not; the
Defendants, County Treasurer, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, and Board
of County Commissioners, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, appear by

Susan K. Morgan, Assistant District Attorney, Tulsa County,

Oklahoma; and the Defendant, Credithrift of America, Inc.,




appearing not, having previously filed its Disclaimer on June 18,
1985, disclaiming any interest in the real property described in
the Complaint herein.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that the Defendants, County Treasurer, Tulsa
County, Oklahoma, and Board of County Commissioners, Tulsa
County, Oklahoma, acknowledged receipt of Summons and Complaint
on May 30, 1985; that the Defendants, William R. Satterfield and
Johnnie L. Satterfield, were served with Summons and Complaint on
September 21, 1985; and that the Defendant, Denise McKinney, was
served with Summons and Complaint on December 5, 1985.

It appears that the Defendant, Johnnie L. Satterfield
filed her Answer on October 30, 1985; that the Defendant,

William R. Satterfield filed his Disclaimer on October 30, 1985,
disclaiming any interest in the real estate described in the
Complaint filed herein; that the Defendant, Credithrift of
America, Inc., filed its Disclaimer on June 18, 1985, disclaiming
any interest in the real estate described in the Complaint filed
herein; that the Defendants, County Treasurer, Tulsa County,
Oklahoma, and Board of County Commissioners, Tulsa County,
Oklahoma, filed their Answers herein on June 20, 1985; and that
the Defendant, Denise McKinney, has failed to answer and her
default has been entered by the Clerk of this Court on March 12,
1986,

The Court further finds that this is a suit based upon
a certain mortgage note and for foreclosure of a mortgage

securing said mortgage note upon the following described real

-2




property located in Tulsa County, Oklahoma, within the Northern

Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Lot Eight (8), Block Five (5), HARTFORD HILLS
ADDITION to the City of Tulsa, Tulsa County,

Oklahoma, according to the recorded plat
thereof.

The Court further finds that on June 26, 1978, the
Defendant, Johnnie L, Satterfield, executed and delivered to the
United States of America, acting through the Administrator of
Veterans Affairs, her mortgage note in the amount of $10,400.00,
payable in monthly installments, with interest thereon at the
rate of nine percent (9%) per annum.

The Court further finds that as security for the
payment of the above-described note, the Defendant, Johnnie L.
Satterfield, executed and delivered to the United States of
America, acting through the Administrator of Veterans Affairs, a
mortgage dated June 26, 1978, covering the above-described
property. Said mortgage was recorded on July 7, 1978, in Book
4339, Page 332, in the records of Tulsa County, Oklahoma.

The Court further finds that the Defendant, Johnnie L.
Satterfield, made default under the terms of the aforesaid note
and mortgage by reason of her failure to make the monthly
installments due thereon, which default has continued, and that
by reason thereof the Defendant, Johnnie L. Satterfield, is
indebted to the Plaintiff in the principal sum of $8,942.00, plus
accrued interest of $756.20 as of September 26, 1985, plus
interest at the rate $2.21 per day until judgment, plus interest

thereafter at the legal rate until fully paid, and the costs of




this action accrued and accruing, plus any additional sums
advanced or to be advanced or expended during this foreclosure by
Plaintiff for taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums for the
preservation of the subject property.

The Court further finds that the Defendant, Johnnie L.
Satterfield, in her Answer filed herein, did not deny any of the
allegations of Plaintiff's Complaint, but does in fact admit that
the mortgage in question is past due and in default. A Judgment
on the Pleadings was entered by this Court against Johnnie L.
Satterfield on July 21, 1986.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover judgment against the Defendant,
Johnnie L. Satterfield, in the principal sum of $8,942.00, plus
accrued interest of $756.20 as of September 26, 1985, plus
interest thereafter at the rate of $2.21 per day until judgment,
Plus interest thereafter at the current legal rate of é.,/g
percent per annum until paid, plus the costs of this action
accrued and accruing, plus any additional sums advanced or to be
advanced or expended during this foreclosure action by Plaintiff
for taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums for the preservation
of the subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
Defendants, County Treasurer and Board of County Commissioners,
Tulsa County, Oklahoma, Denise McKinney, William R. Satterfield,
and Credithrift of America, Inc., have no interest, claim, or

lien in the real property involved herein.




IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that upon
the failure of said Defendant, Johnnie L. Satterfield, to satisfy
the money judgment of the Plaintiff herein, an Order of Sale
shall be issued to the United States Marshal for the Northern
District of Oklahoma, commanding him to advertise and sell with
appraisement the real property involved herein and apply the
proceeds of the sale as follows:

In payment of the costs of this action

accrued and accruing incurred by the

Plaintiff, including the costs of sale of

said real property;

Second;

In payment of the judgment rendered herein in

favor of the Plaintiff,

The surplus from said sale, if any, shall be deposited
with the Clerk of the Court to await further Order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that from
and after the sale of the above-described real property, under
and by virtue of this judgment and decree, all of the Defendants
and all persons claiming under them since the filing of the
Complaint, be and they are forever barred and foreclosed of any
right, title, interest or claim in or to the subject real

property or any part thereof.

s/H. DALE COOK
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




APPROVED:

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

.-—j N 'ﬁ = ) - .
- ('*/( /Zw%
PHIL PINNELL
Assistant United States Attorney

Assistant District Attorney ¢
Attorney for Defendants,
County Treasurer and
Board of County Commissioners,
Tulsa County, Oklahoma
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT CQURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

B 1 g WG
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs.

125.35 ACRES OF LAND, MORE OR
LESS, SITUATE IN OSAGE COUNTY,
STATE OF OKLAHOMA, AND CHARLES
GOODALL, AND UNKNOWN CWNERS,
et al.,

CIVIL ACTION NO. 84-C-912-E

Tracts Nos. 1614ME-1 and
1614ME-2

S Tt Ml St St ot M o ot Wt Mt

Defendants.

FINAL JUDGMENT DETERMINING JUST
COMPENSATION AND ORDER OF DISBURSEMENT AND POSSESSION

Upon consideration of the Stipulation of Just

Compensation entered into by Plaintiff, United States of
America, and Defendants, Charles Goodall and Bessie Goodall,
Trustees of the Charles Goodall Revocable Trust, Jack H. Satin,
Trustee of the Jack H. Satin Revocable Trust, Bessie Goodall and
Charles Goodall, Trustees of the Bessie Goodall Revocable Trust,
Tybie Davis Satin, Trustee of the Tybie Davis Satin Revocable
Trust, Yetra Goldberqg and Zelda Dick (hereinafter collectively
referred to as "Defendants"), and the Disclaimer of the
Defendant, State of Oklahoma, ex rel. Oklahoma Tax Commission,
both documents having been filed with the Court, the Court finds
as follows:

1. That just compensation for the subordinated estate
acquired by Plaintiff, United States of America, as set forth in
the Declaration of Taking, is $116,445.00, inclusive of well

pluggings costs, interest, costs and fees;




2. That at the time of the filing of the Declaration

of Taking in this cause, Defendants were the owners of a mineral

leasehold located in Osage County, Oklahoma, a portion of which

is more particularly described in the Declaration of Taking

previously mentioned;

3. That said Declaration of Taking included the

above mentioned parcel of land,

subject to the exceptions noted

therein, and the sum of $22,646.00 was deposited in the registry

of the Court as compensation for the taking thereof;

4. That Defendants previously received said deposit

pursuant to the Court's Order of February 20, 1986, and that

said Defendants are entitled to receive the additional sum of

$93,799.00 for a total amcunt of $116,445.00, except for any

sums deducted therefrom for payment and satisfaction of all

taxes, assessments, liens and encumbrances against the property,

if any, and it is by the Court hereby

ORDERED that Plaintiff shall deposit with the Clerk

of this Court the sum of $93,799.00 for payment to the

Defendants and Rosenstein, Fist & Ringold, in order that all

taxes, assessments, liens and encumbrances against the property

on the date of taking shall be paid, satisfied and discharged

out of the total proceeds of $116,445.00.

+pd States District Court )
warn District of nkiahoma)
the foregoing

: iy thna
~apeby certify U L on file

i e ¢copy oi the origina
1o .

; i Court.

in tii Jack C4 Silver, Clerk
N B

\ BY— — Al ?___,_

-~ Depul

S/ JAMES O. ELLISON
JAMES O. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT:

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

wf@

Btated Attor

A551stant United States Attorney
DONALD F. ROSENDORF

Attorney, Land Acquisition Section
Land and Natural Resources Division
U.S. Department of Justice

Attorneys for Plaintiff

ROSENSTEIN, FIST & RINGOLD

Attorneys for Defendants,

Charles Goodall and Bessie Goodall,
Trustees of the Charles Gocodall
Revocable Trust, Jack H. Satin,
Trustee of the Jack H. Satin
Revocable Trust, Bessie Geodall

and Charles Goodall, Trustees of
the Bessie Goodall Revocable Trust,
Tybie Davis Satin, Trustee of

the Tybie Davis Satin Revocable
Trust, Yetra Goldberg and Zelda Dick




IN THE UNITED STATES

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

QUAKER LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY,

Plaintiff,
Vs,
NATIONAL CREDIT UNION
ADMINISTRATION,

Defendant.

DISTRICT COURT FOR THE 198

N S
. [
SNETN 3 e ERRNE

Case No. 84-C=762~C

.

JOINT STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL

COME NOW the parties,

counsel of record,

by and through their wundersigned

and hereby jointly stipulate and agree that

Plaintiff's Petition and all causes of action contained therein

are dismissed with prejudice,

attorney fees and costs,

By

with each party to bear its own

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

ited States Attorney
ourthouse

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

{918) 581-7463

McCORMICK, ANDREW & CLARK
A Professional Corporation

8teYhen L. Andrew

Suvite 100, Tulsa, Union Depot
111 East First Street

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

(918) 583-1111

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT,
QUAKER LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA §ofn e ;
1‘_‘-5 *‘9
ﬁn‘rl'n ff
R d [EEII\
ROSE MARIE STARRETT, ) JAci o Siige :
) US. bis i 3% CLERy
Plaintiff, ) COURT
. )
v. ) No. 84-C-695-B
)
ROBERT E. WADLEY, et al., )
)
Defendants. )

AMENDED JUDGMENT

In accordance with the Order entered on June 23, 19846,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND ADJUDGED,

that the Plaintiff, Rose Marie Starrett, is to recover of
the Defendants, Robert E. Wadley and the Board of County Com-
missioners of Creek County, Oklahoma, the sum of $84,004.00
for attorney fees with interest thereon at the rate of 6.18
percent per annum from the date herein, and $2,391.00 for ex-
penses.

DATED this 18th day of August, 1986.

Ve
<::;§%é££; ;y,,/ffﬁ ézgég f’tégg

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NQORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

SHELTER INSURANCE COMPANIES,
a foreign corporation,

Plaintiff,
vs.

LARRY and JUDY LEECE,
et al.,

L N

Defendants. No. 85-C-1014-E

ORDER

Now on thislﬂéféay of C%Q}f?&igizh ; 1986, for good
cause shown, the Motion To Dismiss filed by the plaintiff,
Shelter Insurance Companies, is found to be for good cause and is
hereby sustained.

It is therefore ordered, adjudged and decreed that
plaintiff's cause of action against all defendants, is dismissed,

without prejudice, to its right of refiling the same.

JUDGE OF THE DISTRICT COURT




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT‘“-
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
FRED RAYMOND HEAD,
Plaintiff,
No. 85-C-564-E

V3.

CITY OF BRISTOW, a Municipal
Corporation; and MIKE NEWELL,

Defendants.

N S Sma” S st S v Nt St i

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

R ;
On this L5 day of C%LLG%LL&Z , 1986, upon the written

7

application of the Plaintiff, Fred Raymond Head, and the Defendants,

City of Bristow and Mike Newell, for a Dismissal with Prejudice of the
Complaint of Head v. City of Bristow and Newell, and all causes of
action therein, the Court having examined said Application, finds that
said parties have entered into a compromise settlement covering all
claims involved in the Complaint and have requested the Court to
Dismiss said Complaint with prejudice to any future action. The Court
being fully advised in the premises finds said settlement is to the
best interest of said Plaintiff,

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that said Complaint in Head v. City of

Bristow and Newell, should be dismissed pursuant to said Application.



IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court that
the Complaint and all causes of action of the Plaintiff, Fred Raymond
Head, against the Defendants, City of Bristow and Mike Newell, be and
the same hereby are dismissed with prejudice to any future action.

S/, JAMES O. ELLISON

JUDGE OF THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT
COURT, NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

APPROVALS:

THOMAS E. SALISBURY

/-

Attorney foy th Plaint#ff

JOHN RD; LI .JER'_? //_,

A
Attorigfrfoﬂ the Defend;ﬂts




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

il
f\_,d [D ’l'\‘

Wiy

. JERRY ALLEN TAYLOR,

\/rﬂz .o

05 03 e CLERi

Plaintiff, b,Jmir

v. Case No, 83-C-387-~C

T K INTERNATIONAL, INC.,
ET AL. '

Defendants,

L N T T

LUDCMENT

This cause having come before the Court for jury trial
on July 24, 1986 on the issue of damages recoverable by T K
International, Inc. for certain acts of malicious prosecution,
abuse of process and defamation for which the jury previously
had found Jerry Allen Taylor liable, and the jury having heard
the evidence and having been duly instructed in the law, and the
jury having thereafter rendered its verdict in favor of T K
International, Inc. and against Jerry Allen Taylor in the amount
of $15,633.00 in actual damages and $46,899.00 in punitive
damages, it is, therefore,

ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that judgment be entered
in favor of T K International, Inc. and against Jerry Allen
Taylor in the amount of $15,633.00 in actual damages and
$46,899,.00 in punitive damages, together with an award of all
taxable costs upon proper application therefor, /

So Ordered this _/% day of , 1986,

United States District Ju




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
TOMMY RAY UNDERWOOD,
Plaintiff,
Case No. CIV-86-C~-689-B

VS.

FARMERS INSURANCE EXCHANGE,
TRUCK INSURANCE EXCHANGE,

FIRE INSURANCE EXCHANGE, =

MID-CENTURY INSURANCE COMPANY, 'L ED
FARMERS NEW WORLD LIFE INSUR-

ANCE COMPANY, FARMERS INSUR- AUG 15 1888
COMPANY, and RAY RICHARDSON, '

RANDY POWERS and DON DeWOLFE, Jac

as individuals, h;"ﬁ}‘g’grf clﬁm

Defendants.

L e A

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

COME NOW the plaintiff and defendants abové named and
hereby enter into this stipulation of dismissal with prejudice of
the above entitled and numbered cause pursuant to Rule
41(a) (1) (ii} of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. This
stipulation is signed on behalf of all parties who have appeared

in the action.

e ’///
Clﬁar es A, Ko%, OBA #5104

4180 Oak_Rgad
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74105

(918) 741-1164

Attorney for Plaintiff



Joid? Vit

David E. Nichols,

LYTLE, SOULE, CURLEE, HARRINGTON,
CHANDLER & VAN DYKE

2210 First National Center

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102

{405} 235-7471

Attorneys for Defendants
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR.EBE 5 EE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA bt ferm

1o 15 1385

L w ¢ etyER, CLERK

) IACK Gt b ouRT
JERRY BEEL )
)
Plaintiff (s), )

) .
Vs, ) No. 85-C-1119-C

- )
BLUE CIRCLE, INC. )
' )
)
Defendant (g) . )

JUDGMENT DISMISSING ACTION
. . BY REASON OF SETTLEMENT

The Céurt has been advised by counsel that this action has been
settled, or is in the process of being settled. Therefore, it is not
necessary that the action remain upon the calendar of the Court.

IT IS ORDERED that the action is dismissed without prejudice. The
Court retains complete jurisdiction to vacate this Order and o recpen
the action upon cause shown that settlement has not been completed and

further litigation is necessary.

I

IT IS5 FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk forthwith serve copies of

this Judgment by United States mail upon the attorneys for the parties

appearing in this action. //////
Dated this /L) day of £Z4L&¢? , 19JJ%{

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

S
PR A

P P R
TS ST WA e G n s P e U R e



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR gfigﬂffig

THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA o .
G 1S B8

LVER. CLERK
iCT COURT

ACK .S
U8, BI3TR

[

PATRICIA SUE DYER,
Plaintiff,
v. Case No. B3-C-555-C

CONTINENTAL CASUALTY COMPANY,

Nt st Vst Nt Neaal i it Vg s

Defendant.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

Upon the Application of the Plaintiff, the Court hereby
orders that this action be, and the same hereby is Dismissed with
Prejudice to its refiling.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

UNITED' STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

594873

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

Richard T. Garren does certify a true and correct copy of
the above and foregoing pleading was mailed this /2 —day of
August, 1986, with postahge thereon properly prepaid to

McKinney, Stringer & Webster Best, Sharp, Thomas, Glass

Attonreys at Law & Atkinson

City Center Building Attorneys at Law

Main and Broadway 507 So. Main

Oklahoma City, Ok 73102 Tulsa, Ok 74103

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT, ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT,

CONTINENTAL CASUALTY COMPANY HESS, EGAN, HAGERTY AND
L'HBOMMEDIEU,~INC.

4

RICHARD T. GARREN
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ;aij

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA doe

Plaintiffs,

v. No. 84-C-554-B C////ﬂ
TULSA EXCELSIOR HOTEL, TRUSTHOQUSE
FORTE HOTELS, INC., and TRUST-
HOUSE FORTE MANAGEMENT COMPANY,
INC. ,

Tt et Nt St Nl s Nt et St Mgl Vagsl gt Srgs®

Defendants.

JUDGMENT

In keeping with the Court's Findings of Fact and Conclusions
of Law regarding the plaintiff Teressa Sevcik's motion for taxa-
tion of attorney fees, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that judgment be
entered in favor of Teressa Sevcik and against the defendants,
Tulsa Excelsior Hotel, Trusthouse Forte Hoteis, Inc., and Trust-
house Forte Manageﬁent Company, Inc., in the amouﬂt of Four Thou-
sand Five Hundred Dollars ($4,500.00), as and for a reason-
able attorney fee, and interest.at the rate of 6.18% pef annum is
awarded thereon.

/,/?/”’) 1986.

DATED this day of August,

. ; MGG 15 jag
TERESSA SEVCIK, MERELE "KIT" Aci
McMULLAN and SYLVIA SLOAN, OSSR, ¢

- DISTRICY ¢g

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA KB IS
35
' ' JAC:"; Oy
TERESSA SEVCIK, MERELE "KIT" U“S'{;-'f;f:;'%.‘ip"?‘ oL
McMULLAN and SYLVIA SLOAN, -1 COy;
p

Plaintiffs,

No. 84-C-554-B L/

vl

TULSA EXCELSIOR. HOTEL,
TRUSTHQUSE FORTE HOTELS, INC.,
and TRUSTHOUSE FORTE MANAGEMENT
COMPANY, INC.,

Defendants.

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS
OF LAW RE ATTORNEY FEE CLAIM OF
PLAINTIFF SEVICK

Plaintiff Sevcik's Motion to Tax Attorney Fees and Costs and
Amended Application for Attorney Fees came on for hearing before
the Court on July 18, 1986. After considering the evidence
presented, arguments of counsel, and the applicable legal
authority, the Court enters the following Findings of Fact and
Conclusions of Law concerning the plaintiff Sevcik's Motion to
Tax Attorney Fees:

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. Plaintiff, Teressa Sevcik, was one of three plaintiffs
who brought suit'against the defendants for alleged sex
discrimination in employment, pursuant to Title VII of the 1964
Civil Right Act, as amended, 42 U.S.C. §2000e, et seq.

2. At trial, plaintiff Sevcik argued three theories of

recovery:



(a) denial of equal pay;
(b) denial of promotion; and
(c¢) constructive discharge.
She sought money damages in the amount of $24,650.34,.
Collectively, the three plaintiffs sought $97,723.34. ’
3. In addition to meonetary damages, the plaintiff sought:
(a) an injunction prohibiting the defendants from
engaging in sexunally discriminatory policies and
practices;
{b) an Order forcing the institution to revise its
employment practices; and
(c} an Order certifying the action as a class action.

4. On February 5, 1986, the Court entered its Findings of
Fact and Conclusions of Law and Judgment. Therein the Court held
that the plaintiff Sevcik prevailed on one of her three claims
and that plaintiffs McMullan and Sloan were denied recovery on
their respective claims. Sevcik was awarded the sum of $214.20
and damages under her failure to promote claim. The injunctive
relief sought by all plaintiffs was denied.

5. On June 27, 1986, plaintiffs Sevcik, McMullan and Sloan
filed their amendment to application to tax costs and attorney
fees reflecting 159.25 hours of services and attorney fees
totaling $13,396.50. The parties have agreed the hourly rate
provided for each lawyer providing the services is reasonable.
The basic dispute centers in what is a reasonable attorney fee in
view of the limited recovery of the plaintiff Sevcik. The

plaintiffs McMullan and Sloan were not prevailing parties herein.



6. The amended itemization of services rendered contains
numerous notations regarding time spent conducting research,
conferences, telephone conversations, and reviewing and
correspondence for which no specific subject matter is specified.
The application also itemizes time for clerical tasks such as
stapling cases, locating books, copying cases, travel and filing
documents with the court, billed at the attorney's regular hourly
rate. The itemization also includes time spent concerning
services rendered the plaintiffs Sloan and/or McMullan.

7. The Court concludes a reasonable attorney fee herein
for and on behalf of the plaintiff Sevcik, when the particularly
relevant factors of relief sought and the results obtained are
considered, is the sum of $4,500.00.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1. 42 U.S.C. §2000e-5(k) provides that a reasonable
attorney fee may be awarded to the prevailing party in an action
brought pursuant to Title ViI. In awarding attorney fees the
Court is to exercise its discretion in a manner that effectuates

the statutory purposes. Ablemarle Paper Co. v. Moody, 422 U.S.

405, 415-17 (1975).

The awards of attorney fees for plaintiffs prevailing
in Title VII cases are intended to "(1) to encourage workers to
litigate meritorious cases of employment discrimination, (2) to
attract to plaintiffs cases attorneys of the same caliber as
those available to defendants, and (3) to deter future

violations." Newman v. Piggypark Enterprises, 390 U.S. 400




C ~

(1968); Lea v. Cone Mills Corp., 438 F.24d 86 (4th Cir. 1971);

Williams v. General Foods Corp., 492 FP.2d4 399, 408 (7th Cir.

1974); Johnson v. Georgia Highway Express, Inc., 488 F.24 714

{5th Cir. 1974); -and United States v. N.L. Industries, 479 F.24

354, 379 (8th Cir. 1973).
2. Guidelines for the award of attorney fees by trial

courts are set forth in Hensley v. Eckerhart, 461 U.S. 424, 76

L.E4d.2d 40 (1983), and Ramos v, Lamm, 713 F.2d 546 (10th Cir.

1983). Significant factors in determining the award of attorney
fees after establishing the total time expended in providing
services are consideration of the relief sought and the results

obtained. Hensley v. Eckerhart, supra, at 436. In Hensley v.

Eckerhart, the court stated:

"Tf, . . . a plaintiff has achieved only partial
or limited success, the product of hours
reasonably expended on the litigation as a whole
times a reasonable hourly rate may be an excessive
amount. This will be true even where the
plaintiff's claims were interrelated,
non-frivolous, and raised in good faith., Congress
has not authorized an award of fees whenever it
was reasonable for a plaintiff to bring a lawsuit
or whenever conscientious counsel tried the case
with devotion and skill. Again, the most critical
factor is the degree of success obtained."

Hensley at 436.

When the limited success of plaintiff Sevcik is considered,
the total hours expended on the litigation when multiplied by a
reasonable hourly rate yield an excessive amount of attorney fees.
Hensley at 436.

When the attorney fee relief sought by plaintiff Sevcik is

considered in light of the results achieved, the Court concludes



the attorney fee request in the amount of $13,396.50, is
excessive and not reasonable. When all relevant factors are
considered, the Court concludes a reasonable attorney fee is the
sum of $4,500.00. A Judgment in favor of the plaintiff Sevcik
and against the defendants will be entered contemporanous with
the filing of these Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law.

DATED this /{ day of August, 1986.

d@%M

THOMAS R, BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CCURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

ae - oy
ST S
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o1 COURT

BANK OF COMMERCE & TRUST CO.
Plaintiff(s),

vs. No. 84-C-933~C

ROBERT K. ADAMS, et al

et St Nt Nt sl Vel Vomsl ampl e ama Nemel mall Vg

Defendant (s) .

JUDGMENT DISMISSING ACTION
BY REASON OF SETTLEMENT

The Court has been advised by counsel that this action has been
settled, or is in the process of being settled. Therefore, it is not
necessary that the action remain upon the calendar of the Court.

IT IS ORDERED that the action is dismissed without prejudice. The
Court retains complete jurisdiction to .acate this Order and to reopen
the action upon cause shown that settlement has not been completed and
further litigation is necessary. -

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk forthwith serve copies of
this Judgment by United States mail upon the attorneys for the parties
appearing in this action,

Dated this __ /< day of _August , 1986 .

(Signed! H. Dale Cook

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
H. DALE COOK




. e

Fo .
« J{TED STATES DISTRICT & URT
NoORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAMDMWA
CLERK'S OFFICE (518 581-776
UNITED STATES COURT Houste (FTE} 736.7706

TULSA, OKLAHOMA 74103

JACK C. SILVER
CLERK

August 14, 1986

E TO: " COUNSEL/PARTIES OF RECORD

Q.
RE: Case #83-C-1188 -L‘/

Trinity Broadcasting Corp. vs. Reece Morrel, Donald
Herrold and J. Charles. Shelton . - = c

-

This is to advise you that Chief qudge H. Dale Cook entered the
following Minute Order this date in the above case:

Lt

On Anril 25, 1986 this Court entered its Order
sustaining defendants Morrel, Herrold, and
Shelton's motion for summary judgment and entered
Judgment in their favor. Pursuant to Rule 54(b)
F.R.Cv.P. the Court finds that there is no just reason
for delav and the Court determines that the Judgment
entered on Anril 25, 1986 in favor of defendants Morrel,
Herrold, and Shelton and against Trinity Broadcasting
Corp. is a final judgment.

Very truly yours,

l

JACK C. SILVER, CLERK ) S

Deputy Clerk'\

it
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR_TH
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OXKLAHOMA - ]; EE :E)

AUG 1 41386

Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U.S. DISTRICT COU:

F. W. BLACK and SHIRLEY BLACK,
Husband and Wife,

Plaintiffs,

BURTON CAVE, an individual; and
JAMES F. BARNETT, an individual,

L A o L W A A

Defendants.

DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE

The fourth claim for relief set forth in the Complaint of the
plaintiffs which is based on a violation of the provisions of 18
U.S.C.A. Section 1962(a) and 18 U.S.C.A. Section 1962(c) is hereby
dismissed without prejudice to the refiling of said claim at a later

date.

5/ THOMAS R. BRETT

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

I B (O

LINDA WALKER

Plaintiff(s),

vSs. No. 84-C-955-C

STATE OF OKLAHOMA, et al

Tl Vet Vsl Vampt Vo Nosl Vamsl Vamsl Sumi Vaml ot vt

Defendant({s).

JUDGMENT DISMISSING ACTION
BY REASON OF SETTLEMENT

The Court has been advised by counsel that this action has been
settled, or is in the process of being settled. Therefore, it is not
necessary that the action remain upon the calendar of the Court.

IT IS ORDERED that fhe action is dismissed without prejudice. The
Court - etains complete jurisdiction to vacate this Order and to recpen
the action upon cause shown that settlement has not been completed and
further litigation is necessary. ,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk forthwith serve copies of
this Judgment by United States mail upon the attorneys for the parties
appearing in this action.

Dated this [fﬁ day of August , 19 86

(Signed] H. Dale Cook

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
H. DALE CQOOK

i OLEN
o S bi 'uiub?l
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE el 1T
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA P L

W5 14 p

JACK C.CIVER, CLERK

U.S.DISTRICT COURT

, JAMES NAUM, )
. Eetitioner, ;
V. .. _ ; 85-C-320-C
JOHN BROWN, et al, ;
Respondents. ;
. ORDER
The Courtlhas for consideration the Findings and Recommenda-
tions of the Magistrate filed on July 21, 1986 in which the
Magistrate recommends tnat the Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus
be dismissed. ©No exceptions or objections have been filed and
the time for filing such exceptions or objections has expired.
After careful consideration of the record and the issues
presented by the Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus, the Court
has concluded that the Findings and Recommendations of the
Magistrate should be and hereby are affirmed and adoptedlas the
Findings and Conclusions of this Court.
It is therefore Ordered that the Petition for Writ of Habeas

Corpus is hereby dismissed.

It is so Ordered this /5; day of

H. DALE , CHIEF
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE oo
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA S

]

N-REN CORPORATION
Plaintiff (s),

vs. No. 85-C~664-C

TULOMA, INC.

Uh‘vvvh—ovvuuyvv

Defendant {s) .

JUDGMENT DISMISSING ACTION
. o BY REASON OF SETTLEMENT

The Court has been advised by counsel that this action has been
settled, or is in the process of being settled. Therefore, it is not
necessary that the action remain upon the calendar of the Court.

IT IS ORDERED that the action is dismissed without prejudice. The
Court retains complete jurisdirtion to vacate this ¢ der and to reopen

the action upon cause shown that settlement has not been completed and

further litigation is necessary.
o

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk forthwith serve copies of
this Judgment by United States mail upon the attorneys for the parties
appearing in this action.

Dated this _ /2 day of August , 1986

(Signed) H. Dale Cook

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
H. DALE COOX
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT Il 7
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA 4,

ROBERT M. KAYE, an individual; ) Alig ¢ g ~
and PLANNED RESIDENTAL ) ot 1986
COMMUNITIES MANAGEMENT CO. ) U«S NC S
OF OKLAHOMA, INC., ) C Dy ey,
) "C\T ! Cj@r)l
plaintiffs. ) ~Ore
)
v. ) Case No. 85~C-447-B
)
JOHN W. MACY, JR., Director of )
the Federal Emergency Management )
Agency; and SILBERMAN-BRAUN )
INSURANCE ASSOCIATES, a )
Corporation, )
)
Defendants. )
ORDER OF PARTIAL DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE
NOW ON this /Y day of / , 1986, comes on to be
heard before the Court the Stipulation of Dismissal With Prejudice of the “4

claims between Plaintiffs and Defendant Silberman-Braun Insurance Associates,
Inc., only; The Court, being well advised 1in the premises, finds that the
claims between Plaintiffs and Defendant Silberman-Braun Associates, Inc.,
should be and hereby are Dismissed With Prejudice, but that the claims of the
Plaintiff against John W. Macy, Jr., Director of the Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency shall remain and proceed accordingly.

S/ THOMAS R. nRETY
The Honorable Thomas R. Brett
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT . ;..
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA - i3

R z/

JRCK €, SiLVER, CLERK
_DiSTRICT COURT

[ gttt

HELEN MILLS, Administratrix of .5
the Estate of Louis L. Dewey

and Maggie M. Dewey, Deceased,

i

Case No. 85-C-678-B L///

Plaintiff,

MICHAEL CURTIS GEIGER, BILL L.
VINSON d/b/a VINSON CONSTRUCTION
COMPANY, MILNOT CO., VANGUARD
MILK PRODUCERS COOP OF MISSOURI,
BOB VINSON, DAN VINSON, JR.,

and PAT VINSON,

R R R A L T e

Defendants.
ORDER

This matter comes before the Court on the Motion to Amend
Judgment of Vanguard Milk Producers Coop of Missouri. For the reasons
set forth below, the Motion is granted in part, denied in part.

This matter arises out of a cross-claim by Vanguard Milk
Producers Coop ('"Vanguard') against Vinson Construction Company
and other Defendants for indemnification on the primary action
herein. After Vanguard was dismissed from the action by Plaintiff,
Vanguard filed a Motion for Summary Judgment on March 6, 1986,
seeking reimbursement for attorney fees and costs expended in defending
the primary action. In the Motion for Summary Judgment, Vanguard
contended that a contractual indemnification relationship existed
between Vanguard and Vinson Construction Co. and other Cross-
Defendants at the time of the accident which was the basis of the

primary action. In its response to the Motion for Summary Judgment,



vinson Construction contend that Bobby Dale Vinson, who signed
the contract with Vanguard, did not sign in a representative
capacity, and, therefore, was the only party bound by the.con¥
tract.

On ﬁune 26, 1986, this Court entered an Order sustaining
Vanguard's Motion for Summary Judgment. However, Judgment was
entered only against Bobby Dale Vinson on the theory that it had
not been proven that Bobby Vinson signed the contract as an
authorized representative of Vinson Construction Co. However,
in reviewing a portion of the transcript of the March 27, 1986,
hearing on Vanguard's Motion for Summary Judgment, the Court finds
that counsel for Vinson Construction conceded that Bobby Vinson
signed the contract on behalf of Vinson Construction Co. There-
fore, the Court finds that the Motion to Amend Judgment should
be sustained, and Judgment entered against Bill Vinson d/b/a
Vinson Construction Co., Bob Vinson, Dan Vinson, Bill L. Vinson,
Jr., and Pat Vinson. The Motionrto amend Judgment is denied with
respect to Michael Curtis Geiger. Defendant Geiger was an employee
of Vinson Construction Co., and as such cannot be held liable upon
the contractual indemnification provision entered into on behalf

of Vinson Construction Co.

Y.
IT IS SO ORDERED, this /5/ day of ﬁ,%f , 1986.

~Jbe o

THOMAS R. BRETT ~
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT- '
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA - -+ =i

WL 53
.5

JADY VIR CLERK
AL ALY s L i
.S 03T

RICT COURT

el

. HELEN MILLS, Administratrix of
the Estate of Louis L. Dewey
- and Maggie M. Dewey, Deceased,

/
Case No. 85-C*678-B/
Plaintiff,

V.

MICHAEL CURTIS GEIGER, BILL L.
VINSON d/b/a VINSON CONSTRUCTION
COMPANY, MILNOT CO., VANGUARD
MILK PRODUCERS COOP OF MISSOURI,
BOB VINSON, DAN VINSON, JR.,

and PAT VINGSON,

M S N N S Yo S S Nt Nt Sl St St St N N

Defendants.

AMENDED JUDGMENT

In keeping with the Court's Order entered this date, IT

IS HEREBY ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that judgment is enteréed in favor of
Cross-claim Plaintiff, Vanguard Milk Producers Coop of Missouri,
and against Defendants, Bill L. Vinson d/b/a Vinson Construction
Company, Bob Vinson, Dan Vinson, Bill L. Vinson Jr. and Pat Vinson,
for the expenses incurred in the defense of this action. Vanguard
shall, within ten days of the date herein, file appropriate affidavits
and supporting documentation for its claimed attorney fees and
costs. This matter 1s set for evidentiary hearing on V~?37Yé

1986, at ¥:3C g .,

DATED this g?f __day of Qi{gi , 1986.




UNITED € ATES DISTRICT COURT
NORT RN DISTRICT OF OKLAHKDMA , “
CLERK'S OFFICE (a1m) ZB1.TTVE
JACK C. SILVER UNITED STATES COURT HOUsL : (FTE) 736-7786

- TULSA. OKLAHOMA 74103

August 13,‘1985

TO: COUNSEL/PARTIES OF RECORD

'+ 86-C-593

: se _ . :
RE: ca Shearson Lehman v. Investment Realty Service et al.

se you that Chief Judge H. Dale Cook entered the

i is to advi _ :
o1 e Order this 'date 1n t+he above case:

followina Minut
Now before the Court are Ehe motions of defendants
Livingston & Randle, John J. Livingston, Debbie Engles, and Lee
A. Snapp to dismiss, said motions filed herein on July 29, 1986.
Plaintiff has failed to respond to said motions and as such
confesses them pursuant to Local Rule 1l4(a). It is therefore

ordered that the motions to dismiss are hereby granted.

Very truly yours,

JACK C. SILVER, CLERK

;éé%@t%?& /%3{50/14}42?/

By:
Deputy Clerk
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

DANIELLE M. WEGMAN by her next
best friend, NICOLA TUCKER,

Plaintif€s,

)
)
)
)
)
)
VS. ) No. 85-C-1145B
)
LOCUST GROVE INDEPENDENT SCHOOL )
DISTRICT NUMBER I-17, of Mayes )
County, Oklahoma; JCE BALLARD, )
individually and in his official )
capacity as High School Principal )
of Locust Grove High School; JIM )
CHRISTY, in his official capacity )
as member of the Board of )
Education; DAVID BYNUM, in his )
official capacity as member of )
the Board of Education; GERALD )
GREGORY, in his official capacity )
as member of the Board of )
Education; JOHN HOLMAN, in his )
official capacity as member of )
the Board of Education; and MAYES )
KEY, in his official capacity as )
member of the Board of Education, )
)
)

Defendants.

JOINT STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

The plaintiffs, Danielle M. Wegman and Nicola Tucker, and the
defendants, Locust Grove Independent School District Number I-17,
of Mayes County, Oklahoma, Joe Ballard, Jim Christy, David Bynum,
Gerald Gregory, John Holman and Mayes Key, advise the court that
a settlement agreement between the parties has been executed.
Pursuant to Rule 41(a)(1)(ii), Fed. R. Civ. P., the parties
jointly stipulate that the plaintiff's action against the

defendants, he dismissed with prejudice.

Dated thlsf day of vd Wy s{ 1986.

77%-—\ 7 [.. // Qx«@u NS N .

P. THomas Thornbrugh 7
1722 S. Boston
Tulsa, OK 74119

Plaintiff, Danielle M. Wegman
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Plaintiff, Nicola Tucker

, FIST & RINGOLD
525 South Main, Suite 300
Tulsa, OK 74103
(918) 585-9211

Attorneys for bDefendants,
Independent School District
Number 17, of Mayes County,
Oklahonma; Joe Ballard, Jim
Christy, David Bynum, Gerald
Gregory, John Holman and Mayes
Key
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OKLAHOMA JACH € SILYER, CLERK

DISTRICT OF 8. DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN
STRATA/QUEST,
Plaintiff,
V.

CLYDE JACOBS, d/b/a
JACOBS SUPPLY COMPANY;_and
HAWKEYE-PIPE SERVICES, INC.

Defendants.

%] Jury Verdict. This action came before the
its verdict.

JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE

CASE NUMBER: 84-C-691-C

Court for a trial by jury, The issues have been tried and the jury has rendered

[] Decision by Court. This action came to trial or hearing before the Court.  The issues have been tried or heard and a

decision has been rendered.

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED
1. As to plaintiff's claim

against defendant Clyde Jacobs d/b/a Jacobs Supply

Company and defendant Hawkeye Pipe Services, Inc. under the theory of breach of
express warranty, judgment is rendered in favor of defendants pursuant to the

verdict recorded on verdict

forms 1 and 1-A4 together with their costs and

attorneys fees attributable to this count of plaintiff’'s claim.

2. As to plaintiff's claim
Company under the theory of

against defendant Clyde Jacobs d/b/a Jacobs Supply
breach of the implied warranty of merchantability,

judgment is rendered in favor of defendant pursuant to the verdict recorded on

verdict form 2 together with
count of plaintiff's claim.

their costs and attorneys fees attributable to this

-3. As to plaintiff's claim against defendant Hawkeye Pipe Services, Inc. under
the theory of breach of the implied warranty of merchantability, judgment is
rendered in favor of plaintiff in the amount of $8,130.00 for actual damages
sustained by the plaintiff pursuant to the verdicts recorded on verdict forms 2-A

and 4 together with their cos
plaintiff's claim.
4, As to plaintiff's clainm
Company and defendant Hawkeye
judgment is rendered in favor
verdict forms 3 and 3~A toget
plaintiff's claim.

~5, As to defendant Clyde
against plaintiff, judgment is
of $16,258.95 pursuant to the
their costs and attorneys fees

ts and attorneys fees attributable to this count of

against defendant Clyde Jacobs d/b/a Jacobs Supply
Pipe Services, Inc., under the theory of negligence,

of defendants pursuant to the verdicts recorded on
her with their costs attributable to this count of

Jacobs d/b/a Jacobs Supply Company's counterclaim

rendered in favor of defendant Jacobs in the amount

verdict recorded on verdict form 6 together with
attributable to this count of plaintiff's claim.

Jack €. Silver, Clerk

_\ __st, 1486

Date

Clerk



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
WESTERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

INTERSOUTH SPORTS MANAGEMENT CORP.,) Vi
an Oklahoma Corporation, ) o
and LARRY T. JOHNSON, an ) -
Individual )
)
Plaintiffs, )
)
vVS. ) Case No. 86-~C-2E
)
GEORGE "BUSTER" RHYMES, )
)
Defendant. )

ORDER

Upon stipulation of the parties and for good cause shown,
plaintiff's cause of action against the defendant 1is hereby
dismissed with prejudice to the refiling of such actions, each
party to bear his own costs.

”

N
IT IS SO ORDERED this /2 day of August, 1986.

S/ JAMES O. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

86-1277JLP/102
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE - . ﬁ'
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA MG 12 1886

JAGY C.SHYER.CLERK
.5, DISTRICT COURT

RICHARD ALLEN HAMPTON,
Plaintiff,

vs. No. 84-C-890-C J
HARRY W. STEGE, Chief of
Police; TULSA WRECKER
OWNERS ASSOCIATES, INC.;
DETECTIVE SAM COX;
DETECTIVE NELSON;

CITY OF TULSA,

a municipal corporation,

S T Wt Sme? e Voma® S Nt it et Nt

Defendants.

QO RDER

The Court has for consideration the Findings and Recommenda-
tions of the Magistrate filed on June 3, 1986 in which the
Magistrate recommends that plaintiff's action against the City of
Tulsa be dismissed for failure to state a claim upon which relief
may be granted. No specific exceptions or objections supported
by a brief have been filed, and the time for filing such ex-
ceptions or objections has expired.

After careful consideration of the record and the issues,
the Court has concluded that the Findings and Recommendations of
' the Magistrate should be and hereby are affirmed and adopted by

the Court.
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It is therefore Ordered that plaintiff's action against the
City of Tulsa be and hereby is dismissed for failure to state a

claim upon which relief may be granted.

IT IS SO ORDERED this /4 day of August, 1986.

7

H. DALE CO
Chief Judge, U. S. District Court




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

CORAELLA C. BROWN,
Plaintiff,
vS. No. 86-C-313-C

WILLIAM J. BRANNON and
HOLIDAY INN, INC.,

Defendants.

JUDGMENT

This matter came on before the Court for determination of
defendant Holiday Inn, Inc.'s motion for summary judgment and the
issues having been duly considered and a decision having been
rendered in accordance with the Order filed simultaneously
herein,

It is Ordered and Adjudged that plaintiff take nothing as
against defendant Holiday Inn, Inc., and that the action be
dismissed on the merits as to defendant Holiday Inn, Inc.

Parties are to bear their own costs and attorney fees.

IT IS SO ORDERED this 7&‘/ day of August, 1986,

H. DALE X
Chief Judge, U. S. District Court




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

[ A

GARY RUNNER and GERRI RUNNER,
husband and wife,

Plaintiffs,

vS. l No. 86-C~574-E

)
)

)

)

)

)

JAMES PERRY VANDERPOOL, JR., )
)

)

)

)

)

)

)

e

and BARBARA SUE VANDERPOOL,
husband and wife; JOHN RAGAN,
an Individual, and RIVERSIDE
REALTY, INC., an Oklahoma
Corporation,

Defendants.

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

COMES NOW the undersigned attorney of record for the
Plaintiffs and pursuant to F.R.C.P. 4l(a) shows this Court that
no answer has been served upon Plaintiffs by any of the named
Defendants herein. Notice is hereby given that the Plaintiffs
dismiss all causes of action against each of the named Defendants
herein, with prejudice.

JOSEPH L. HULL, P.C.

- S £l i st sl
JOSEPH L. HULL, III OBA #4477
1717 South Cheyenne

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119

(918) 582-8252

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFFS
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

i
s . Y Ak,

N B
TIGER TRUCKS, INC., o
. 'l i_'f-;j.—-}- ey
Plaintiff, L e
L Ol LIS Gt

V.
No. 86-C-279-E
ADOLPHUS CORPORATION/BIG BEAR,

PRI N A e i

Defendant.

CRDER

The Court has for its consideration the gquestion of whether venue in
this matter is properly laid in the Northern District of Oklahoma. On July
22, 1986 the Court ordered the parties to brief this issue. On August 1,
1986 the Plaintiff filed a brief indictating that the cause of action arose
in the Eastern District of Oklahoma, and that the Defendant did business in
the Eastern District of Oklahoma. The Court also notes that this action
was removed from the District Court of Seminocle County. The Defendant
has filed no brief in response to the Court's Order of July 22, 1986, and the
_ourt therefore finds that it has waived any objection to transfer of the
action for lack of venue.

It is therefore Ordered that this action be transferred to the United
States District Court for the Eastern District of Oklahoma.

It is so Ordered this 12th day of August, 1986.

JAMES 04/ ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNIT%D SIATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORIHERN DISTRICT OF CKLAHOMA

WILLIAM C. YISER, )
' )
Plaintiff, )
V. )
) 708~
CLOW CORPORATICN, ) No. 86-C-228-E r R
) 3 L G
Defendant. )
A5 12 R
¥ N v
SRR TR &El.f‘,;’, L
O R D E R "!. f.‘ T\E"‘i" A L " 3
—_ = L, R 32240-}- LUUQ.I;

The Court has for its consideration the question of whether venue in
this matter is properly laid in the Northern District of Oklahcoma. On Jduly
22, 1886, the Court ordered the parties to brief this issue. On August 1,
1086, the Plaintiff filed a Motion for Change of Venue, asking the Court
to transfer this action to the United States District Court for the Western
District of Oklahcma for the reason that the cause of action arcse there.

The Defondant has filed no brief in response to the Court's Order of July 22,
1986, and the Court therefcre finds that it has waived any objection to
trensfer of the action.

Tt is therefore Ordered that Plaintiff's Motion for Change of Venue
be granted, and that this action be transferred to the United States District

Court for the VWostern District of Cklahoma.

Tt is so COrdered this 12th day of hugust, 1986.

JiIS ) I LIsON
UNTIHE SEACS DISTRICT JUXGE




IN TEE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JERRY TAYIOR,
Plaintiff,
v.

CLOW CORPORATION, No. B6-C-227-E

A freos .
- . frx ey

o

L W . it

Defendant.

iw

AHS 1 2 ‘CJOUJ

P

S Uiem.
ORDER SR
—_— AR SRS o
bk B

-y
e

+t -L..",aé

S uatg

The Court has for its consideration the question of whether venue in
this matter is properly laid in the Northern District of Oklahoma. On July
22, 1986, the Court ordered the parties to brief this issue. On August 1,
1986, the Plaintiff filed a Motion for Change of Venue, asking the Court
to transfer this action to the United States District Court for the Western
District of Oklahoma for the reason that the cause of action arcse there.
The Defendant has filed no brief in response to the Court's Order of July 22,
1986, and the Court therefore finds that it has waived any cbjection to
transfer of the action.

Tt is therefore Ordered that Plaintiff's Motion for Change of Venue
be granted, and that this action be transferred to the United States District
Court for the Western District of Cklahoma.

It is so Ordered this 12th day of August, 1986.

STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

7




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT - *
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

TEALE & COMPANY, an QOklahcma
corporation,

Plaintiff,
vs. No. 86-C-252-E

HAROLD WHEAT BAILEY,

Defendant.

JUDGMENT

In this action the Defendant, Haroid Wheat lBailey,
having been regularly served with the Summons and Complaint, and
having failed to plead or otherwise defend, the legal time for
pleading or otherwise defending having expired and the default of
the said Defendant, Harold Wheat Bailey, in the premises having
been duly entered according to law; upon the application of said
Plaintiff, judgment is hereby entgred against said Defendant in
pursuance of the prayer of said Complaint.

Wherefore, by wvirtue of the law and by reason of the
premises aforesaid,

IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that judgment be
entered by Plaintiff and against Defendant in the amount of

$14,664.61, together with interest thereon at the legal rate of



interest, for and after March 1, 1986, together with the award of

all costs incurred in this action to be determined upon

application of Plaintiff. ?§@V
Judgment rendered this day of August, 1986.

s/ JAMES O. ELLISON
JUDGE OF THE DISTRICT COURT
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

A. L.. THOMPSON and JOANNA
THOMPSON, Husband and Wife,

Plaintiffs,
vs.
FORD MOTOR CREDIT COMPANY,

Defendants.

s’ e Tt Nt Vet et amt amtt ottt

ORDER

No. 86-C-201C

Fe g

[= 33

ﬁUGEI

“ I (Tt
o
i 3

Hedrla]

3390

2. CLERK

I COURT

Now on this Z{ day of August, 1986, the Court finds that

the above styled and captioned action should be dismissed with

prejudice pursuant to the stipulation for dismissal filed by the

parties.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the above

styled and captioned action be dismissed with prejudice.

s/H. DALE COOK

.Hon. H. Dale Cook
Judge of the District Court




United States BdTLruptcy Court §

Jorthern District

"\ HEREBY CERTIF

NG 1S A TRUE
ORIGINAL CN Fi

Py
IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COUPT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRIC? OF QK Aﬂg&ﬂ&\

U5 DHETRICY COURT p/
In Re: )y /N-1345-C
VERNON GIBSON, JR., ) Case No. 81-00326
)
Debtor, )
}
FIRST BANK AND TRUST COMPANY, ) adversary Case No. 81-0187
)
Plaintiff, )
: FILED
-vs— )
) .
VERNON GIBSCN, JR., ) ‘ |
) NOV 19 1981,
Defendant. )

WARREN L McCONNICO, CLERK
S, BANKRUPTCY COURT

TUDGMENT NORTHESN DISTUCT OF ©

This matter came on for hearing before me and the issues
having been duly heard and a decision having been duly rendered,
IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED, that the above named Plain-
tiff,ris awarded its debt owed by Vernon Gibson, Jr., non-
dischargeable in the sum of $38,137.25 plus interest at the
rate of ten (10) percent per annum, and a reasonable attorney's
fee in the sum of $1,000.00; that the balance of Plaintiff's
debt, $25,000.00; +he same constituting punitive damages, is

hereby determined dischargeable.

Ll o faendad 19, (TEL-
(el Wﬁ%ﬁr

United States Bankruptcy Ju ge

b3 -]
Lf Oklahomar §

THAT THE FOREGO-
OPY OF THE

1

n_'m

62;4:;;§i
Cerk =

FRED W. WQODSON
& ASSOCIATES, INC.
Attorneys at Law
6117-A East 21pt Streat
Tuisa, Okishoma

74114

Ares Code 913
€35 G116

Deputy Clerk

/!




United States Ba

Jorthern District

\ HEREBY CERTIFY
‘NG 1S A TRUE (

ORIGINAL ON Fi

Hogf

M i uj(¥/
IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRGPTCY COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRIGTOF sPKLAHOME

1%, DISTRICT COURT

/N-1345-C

In Re: )
}
VERNON GIBSON, JR., } Case No. Bl-00326
)
Debtor, )
) )
FIRST BANK AND TRUST COMPANY, ) Adversary Case No. 81-0187
)
Plaintiff, )
| ILED
-vg- 1
)
VERNON GIBSOH, JR. ) ) -
’ ' 4 Noy 191861
Defendant. ) .
' 0, CLERK
WARREN L, R OrICY CoUTs
HORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKIAHONMA

JUDGMEWNT

This matter came on for hearing before me and the issues
having been duly heard and a decision having been duly rendered,

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED, that the above named Plain-
+iff, is awarded its debt cwed by Vernon Gibson, Jr., non-
dischargeakle in the sum of $38,137.25 plus interest at the
rate of ten (10) percent per annum, and & reascnable attorney's
fee in +the sum of $1,000.00; that the balance of Plaintiff's

debt, $25,0006.00, the same constituting punitive damages, is

hereby determined dischargeable.

s/ /0@«:“—[4’1/ /57/

S -

(ol - Sz

Unlted States Bankruptcy Ju ge

7

kruptcy, Court I
1=

Lf Oklahoma }
THAT THE FOREGO-

OPY OF THE
E.

-

e

mm

Lol e
Clerk =

FRED w. WOODSON
& ASSOCIATES, INC.
Attarneys at Law
6117-A East 2!;1.S:ren
Tutsa, Okiahorma
74114

Area Code 918
8146 9118

Deputy Clerk




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

AUDIE CRIGER,
Plaintiff,
-Vs-— Case No. 85-C-1117E

DAYS INNS OF AMERICA FRANCHISING,
INC., a Georgia corporation, and

St Sttt Vgt ‘st ugpt tt ut ummt’ Vgt “ggt’ gyt g’

RED CARPET INN, INC., a Georgia L
corporation, Ll
Defendants. -0 f 1 198k
ORDER DU
— .f;ﬁ?ﬁﬂj Uil

On motion of Defendant Days Inns of America Franchising,
Inc., 1t appearing from the "Plaintiff's éirst Amended Petition"
that Plaintiff no longer is asserting any liability on the part of
said Defendant, and Plaintiff having filed no opposition to said
motion;

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that this
action be and hereby is DISMISSED with respect to Days Inns of

America Franchising, Inc.

DONE this fﬁﬁ_ day of A“%%E! , 1986.

s/ JAMES O. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




